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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO £ The Director. 7 March 'Shi. 

FROM E Chief, Legislative Liaison Division. 

SUBJECT; Uavy Consents, Dated. 21 February l?i^7. On Enabling Legislation for C i3. 


The folloTring remarks are submitted in connection -vyith the comments ~.uo- 
nitted by the Chief of Naval Intelligence regarding enabling legisla'.ion ; or 
the Central Intelligence Group. 

1. (a) To be commented on in detail below. 

(b) "It is suggested that sub-paragraph (U) of Section 1(b) be 
revised by substituting "effective and expeditious' processing" , ‘or 
"evaluating, correlating, and interpretation." 

Comment; No clarification would result from a substitution of 
the phrase "effective and expeditious processing" for "evaluating, 
correlating and interpretation." The latter terms are specif icilly 
defined in the Act and have a commonly accepted intelligence me.ining. 

The use of the word "expeditious" as suggested is unnecessary. 

(c) To be commented on in detail below. 

(d) "Section 3(u)(l) deviates materially from the provisions of 
the Presidential directive pertaining to members of the N.I..A. It 
is suggested that it be revised to achieve the foliating; 

(1) N.I.A. membership to consist of four; Secretaries ox 
State, ’.Yar and Navy and a fourth member appointed by the President. 

(2) The Director of Central Intelligence to sit with the 
membership but to not have a vote. 

(3) The Director of Central Intelligence, although aapoinfced 
by the President, to be responsible to the N.I.A. 

"If Congress approves unification on legislation proviUng 

for a Council of .National Defense, it is considered that tiat 

agency could be‘ substituted for the N.I.A." 

/ 

Comment; Section 3(a)(1) of the proposed Act does not deviate 
materially from the Presidential directive. However, any discussion 
is now academic, in view of the present "merger" bill now before 
Congress. 
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NaT;y Coiament 1 (g): "Section 3 (a) (8) - This section is siiaila') 

considered too broad. It is suggested that it be aaended by adding the 
following: ‘except for operational (combat) intelligence in time of emei'- 

gency or war." 


ly 


Comment: 


These Nayy comments go to the essence of the very need 
It is felt that these paragraphs, as set forth in our 


of our existence 

bill, should be maintained as written unless we are specifically ordered 
to amend them by the NIA. 


5. Ha^ Comment 1 (o): "Section It (a) (lO) ~ It is considered 

essential for the Army and NaTy to control security of classified naval/raill^iaiy 
information. This involves the responsibility of CNO (CKI) pertaining to 
classified naval infonnation and to the release of such information to for- 
eign governments. It also ing^inges upon and co\ild adversely affect the 
authority of the Joint Security Control and the Security Advisory Bo^ird. 
is believed that such security functions shoTild remain with the Anqy and 
Navy Departments, the JCS (JSC) and SBNCC (SAB)." 


It 


Comment : It is felt that our draft should stand as written. The 
Navy ccmanent is unduly apprehensive. No attempt .would be made undm* this 
Section to upset the control of the Arny and Navy over its own security o.f 
classified ij^oimation. The most that might be attempted mi ght , be the 
writing of an oveap-all AR-380-5 which would be applicable alike to toe 
Arny, the Navy and the Air Forces. Their own internal control would not , 
be upset nor would it interfere with their own decisions as to the release 
of classified information to foreign governments. The problem of Joint 
Security Control which is raised appears immaterial, as it does not come 
within our purview. The problmas raised in connection with the Secuj'ity 
Advisory Board do not sg>pear to bo particularly pertinent, especially in 
view of the fact toat we will probably take over the Security Advisory 
Board at a later date. 
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